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know what exactly is going to be cut
here. Safety belt performance grants,
going to be cut. Occupant protection
incentive grants, going to be cut. State
traffic safety information system im-
provement grants, going to be cut. All
of the investments in future growth.

In aviation, the inspectors, the budg-
et for inspectors in aviation for this
country will be cut under this amend-
ment. There will be less inspectors in-
specting the maintenance of our air-
planes than there would normally be if
this amendment doesn’t pass.

Transportation, Housing and Urban
Development programs. Airport safety
grants under this amendment will be
cut. There’ll be less money for airports.
$6.9 billion in this bill for air traffic
services. That will be cut.

Continue on. Rail, passenger rail
grants, those will be cut. Improvement
and safety grants, those will be cut.

This is the kicker. Housing for the el-
derly. That will be cut under this
amendment. Housing for the elderly
will be cut under this amendment.

And we don’t say that these are going
to be cuts just because they’re going to
be cuts, and we’re not saying we’re
spending money on these programs just
to spend money. This is the difference.

I think this amendment, Mr. Chair-
man, is very simple and it sounds good.
Why can’t we just cut 1 percent across
the top of this budget?

There’s changes going on in the
world that make it a little more com-
plex than we would normally think it
is. I’ll give you some examples. Trav-
eling on our Nation’s highways has
grown by 94 percent from 1980 to 2005,
from 1.5 trillion miles to 3 trillion
miles. Of course you’re going to need to
spend a little bit more money if you
have more people on the roads and you
have more roads.

Now, the congestion has resulted in
2.3 billion extra gallons of fuel being
burnt. That means $794 per commuter.
Now, there’s no way a commuter can
get the $300 tax cut that they got a few
years ago and go out and somehow fix
the congestion problem. There’s no
way to do that.

We had this same discussion with
brownfields. An individual citizen can’t
clean up a brownfield. You need the
Federal investment.

And when you’re talking about elder-
ly housing, the elderly population in
the United States, Mr. Chairman, is
going to grow over the next 25 years by
millions and millions and millions of
seniors, so it’s important that we make
these investments.

Another program that will be cut is
housing for the disabled. 49.7 million
Americans live with a disability.
Forty-three percent of those are
women. Forty percent of men 65 and
older have disabilities. If they had the
money to pay for it themselves, they
would pay for it and we wouldn’t need
to be here.

We’re making these bipartisan in-
vestments, Republicans and Demo-
crats, on the Appropriations Com-
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mittee to help move the country for-
ward. And one of the key approaches
that we’ve had when we started this
year, under the leadership of Chairman
OBEY, is to figure out what the world’s
going to look like in 10 years so that
the investments we make today will
have our society ready to compete in
the global economy 10 years from now,
20 years from now.

And the bottom line is, this bill here
reflects the values of this country,
passed by Democrats and Republicans
in the committee. And those 1 percent
cuts may not mean a whole lot to me,
may not mean a whole lot to the chair-
man, but if you’re an adult with a dis-
ability, elderly senior, if you’re a dis-
abled citizen of this country, if you use
the aviation system.

How do you fix the aviation system
by yourself? You need to do that to-
gether, and that’s the investment that
we make here. So I appreciate the dif-
ference in philosophy.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
PRICE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes
appeared to have it.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. MUSGRAVE

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the Clerk will report the
amendment.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mrs. MUSGRAVE:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . Appropriations made in this Act
are hereby reduced in the amount of
$253,690,000.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
the order of the House of today, the
gentlewoman from Colorado (Mrs.
MUSGRAVE) and a Member opposed each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Colorado.

Mrs. MUSGRAVE. Mr. Chairman,
we’ve had an interesting discussion
here tonight. I am offering an amend-
ment that would propose to reduce the
amount by one-half of 1 percent, a
mere 50 cents on $100.

As we look at this appropriations
bill, this is $3.2 billion over last year,
or a 6.7 percent increase. My amend-
ment would take it to a 6.2 percent in-
crease.

As we think about this, I hear many
things from my friends on the other
side of the aisle about ‘“‘investments.”
You can use that word euphemistically
when we talk about investments, be-
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cause what I'm thinking when I hear
that word is tax increase on the Amer-
ican family.

We hear many worthy things that
this money will be spent for, but there
is a philosophical difference in this
chamber. And as my friends on the
other side of the aisle, Mr. Chairman,
talk about us being fringe Members
over here, what they’re acknowledging
is that we were not part of the spend-
ing problem for our party. We were the
folks in the back of the room raising
our hand and saying, we are spending
too much money.

We do not have a revenue problem.
We have a spending problem. As we’ve
seen in recent years under different
Presidents and different Congresses,
when we lower the tax rate, the reve-
nues increase. So we don’t have a rev-
enue problem. What we have is this
spending problem.

But my friends on the other side of
the aisle, as they spoke tonight, Mr.
Chairman, they talked about the needs
of disabled people and elderly people
and safety and highway issues and air
travel, but what we have to admit in
this Chamber tonight is that there is a
finite amount of money, Mr. Chairman.
And it doesn’t matter how worthy the
spending is. There is a finite amount of
money.

When individuals in this country get
up in the morning, get their children
ready for school and then they go off to
work, they realize that they have to
work a long portion of the year to pay
their taxes. And every time we have
another appropriation bill in front of
us, we're getting to the point in this
Chamber where it’s nearly $82 billion
over last year’s spending. And the
American family knows that they’re
going to have to work longer in the
year before they work long enough to
pay their taxes, Mr. Chairman. And I
think no matter how worthy the spend-
ing is, we need to exercise some fiscal
discipline.

My friends on the other side of the
aisle have said it half jokingly, but re-
ferred to us as fringe Members of Con-
gress. And I have to tell you, some-
times we have to be tenacious about re-
minding our colleagues how we’re
going down a road where we’re going to
have that fiscal train wreck. And I am
happy to offer this modest proposal to-
night to cut this increase, to lower the
increase from 6.7 to 6.2 percent increase
and exercise the fiscal discipline that I
truly believe the American families,
the citizens of this country that pay
these taxes want us to have.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
claim the time in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Does the
gentleman oppose the amendment?

Mr. SCHIFF. Yes, I do.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized
for 20 minutes.

Mr. SCHIFF. I thank the chairman of
the committee for his superb work on



